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When in liay of the past year the final action of the greatest 

people 

and most horrible war of all tim- came to an end, the German Mas 

slow tn rise again from the stupor in which it had for the most par 

spent the last months of the war. Like all the peoples of Europe 

for years it had suffered unspeakably, the last months in particula: 

with their hail of bombs, had brought so much misery to both country 

and people that it almost surpassed ell human capacity. 

This terror was increased by the knowledge that the war was 
lost and by the fear of the uncertain fate which the occupation 
period would bring. And when finally the period of first anxiety ha: 

assed, when the German people was slowly beginning to breathe agei! 
paralyzing horror spread once more, 

Through the press and radio, through nevspepers and motion 
pictures knowledge was spread of the atrocities which had taken 
place in tho East, in the steppes, and in the concentration camps, 
Cermuny learned that people, men of its own blood, millions and 
millions of innocent Jewish people had been slaughtered and destroy 
iost people felt instinctively that these deeds would necessarily b 

he greatest accusation amongst all the charges the world had to 
make against Germany. 


The question of whether the German people in its 
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totality had known and approved of these actions, was and is the 
great question for its fate. It is the touchstone by which the 
decision must be made as to whether Germany will ever be able to 
return again as a nation with equal rights into the common cultural 
and spiritual cycle of the world, 

AS in every case of guilt, +7 ve immediately arose in this onse 

and 
a8 Well the question as te who was responsible/a search for that pers 
Who had ordered these atrocities, who had carried them out and how 
could such ineonceivable things ever happen at all, or such actions 
be committed ns have no equal even in the history of the earliest 
tines, 

During all this asking and guessing the news arived that the 
former Gauleiter of Franconia, and publisher of the "Stuermer", that 
is, the present defendant Julius Streicher, had fallen into the hands 
of the American troops, From the echo this news aroused in the press 
which wes exclusively directed and published by the occunying power 
end Just ns in the radio news, it could be gathered that the world 
imagined that in the person of Julius Streicher it had not only teken 
prisoner one of the numerous anti-Semitic propagenda agents of the 


third Reich, but in short enemy No.l of the Jews 


n the rest of the world it was evidently the prevailing 
opinion that in Julius Streicher they had seized not only the most 


iv 


active propaganda agent for thopersecution and extermination of Jew 
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Support of seizure of power and consolidation of the power of the 
N.S.D.AeP. after the latter's or^ into the government. 
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Preparation of aggressive wars by propaganda aimed at the persecution 


spiritual preparation and cducation to encourage hatred 
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The gentlemen who took the floor before me have already denonstrated 


sufficiently, that such a Conspiracy with such aims did not exist, 


Therefore I can save myself the trouble of making further statements 


on this subject and I can refer to what has alrendy bean set forth 
by the other defense counsels, I have only to deal with the point 
thet the defendant Streicher did not in any case participate in such 
a conspiracy, if the letter should be considerca by the high tribuna 
to have existed, 

The official party program strove to attein power in a legitima 
wey. The aims advocated therein cannot be considered as criminal, 
Thus, if. such sins did actuslly ex they could only,-givon thc 
nature of a conspiracy, - bo known in a restricted circle. 

The perty progran was not ‘ke secret, but was announced at a 
public meeting in L.unich, so that not only the whole public of 


Germany but مولع‎ that of the entire world could be informed zbout 


4 


the aims of the party. 
Therefore, there is a complete absence of that momentun given 


agreement 
by the scerat/in a common aim, which is usually the characteristic 
& conspiracy, 

herring of evidence, too, has shown nothing to the effect 


that time already thoro existedaplin for e war of revenge 


ssion, connected with the preceding. 
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any influence and power for moro thena year. But whils he could 


e 


still work within the modest frenowork which was at his disposal 
in his capacity of Gauleiter, no criminal plans of the NSDAP were 
recognizable, In any case not for somebody, who like the defendant! 


Streicher wis outside the close circle surrounding Adolf tler, 


oO 


if. 


Count II of the indictment brought ageinst the defendant 
Streicher, namely the persecysion of Jews as a means of nreper- 
ation f e war of &ggression, can be included here, Up to 1937 


> 


he > s +s Š > 
the existence of 


a plan fcr * var of aggression was absolutely not 
noticeable. In any case, litle should have enterteined nn 

intention to that effect, 
outside. If, however, anybody should hav: 
confidence at that time it would have bee 


politics and the Yehrnacht, who belonged 
hin, However, by no means did the defendant Streicher 
to those, Especially significant is her و‎ that at the 
Streicher was not even appointed Vehrkrei s- 
Gau (Commissioner of nilitery administrative 
The indi vidual conferences, from which the prosecution 
darives the evidence for the planning of the war which occurred 


later on, did not ses the defendsnt Streicher as a participant. 


iN 





انا 


(Page 0 
cf crig.) 


appear anywhere, neither in a written decree, ner in 


a prctcecl. Ccnsequently, i. „rock hes been cffered thet Streicher 


know Of any alleged plans fcr waging war, 


reprc ach that he preached hatred against the 
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m, Prosecution keg he point of 5 I 
112 Prosecution takes the point of view that there is just as little doubt as 
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remain unexplained, unexcused or defended, also his wav of writing 
und speaking, The cxanination and decision in this respect is the 
Tribunel's duty exclusively. That much may be said, thet there is a 


ap between the defendant's actions and the expressions frequently 


employed bv hin which cannot be bridged,. It can be stated the she 


defendant when assigned to take harge of some antisemitic enterprise 
never let coercive measures va against the Jewish population, a 
might necessarily be expected of him, if the accusations made by the 
Prosecution were 

I see my duty as defense counsel in exami 


of 
the question /Wnether the defendant Streicher with his speeches 


3 
actions and with hic publications not only st: e for but actually 
attained the success claimed by the Prosscvtion. 
In the following the question should be examined 
Streicher actunlly educated the Germa pe e for antisemitism 
grec which made it possible for ۵ leadership of the 
terman people, to commit such criminal acts as actually occurred, 
Furthermore, it should bo examined whether the dsfondent 
filled the German youth with hatred ‚gain Jew > such an 
extent as charged by the Prosecution. 


Finally, it should be decided whether Streicher wag 
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actucslly the mon whe prepared spiritually and merally the executive crgans 
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written by Steicher himself but by his cecllab-ratcrs, 
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deputy Gauleiter Karl Hclz, well known for his extremel; t 


the defendent 


Even theush 


e: 


we Sale ک ما‎ A 145351 
380 articles which respensibil 


- view still app 


à 


ecnnecticn that 


ost 


tne 
The defendant Strci 


ecntinuslly wrete articles in 


irries the f-rr^l respcnsi 


Streicher ca 


ears very 


their acts. 
it seems impcrt^nt te point cut 
which the Prcsecuticn endeave rs 


and annihilate the Jews were nct 


especially by the 


endencie 


bility 


sly assumed befcre the 


extent 


assent i 
اتاب‎ Sh de یا‎ 


the unrefuted 


acccr 
articles were written in reply t« 
radical 


'cnt^ined very 


nc acubt due 





IN 


-0 


(Paze 16 
of orig ^ ) 


which were strongly anti-Jewish and which at least aimed at the eliminatio 
of Jewish influence in yormany e 


During the first 5 years Streicher found a comparatively favorable soil for 


his anti-Jewi I G ic 2 60 5 . 


that time, they imputed 
of defense and resistance from within 
eins the main culprit for this undermining from within 


tentionally overlooked the errors which hal 


uring th 


wn insufficiencie: 


feelings towar 


steadily increasin 
n ripe for any form of radicalism. 


On tnis r i and from this medium aros: the "Stucrmert!, F thes 
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luring, the last years before tho accession to power it did 
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e vicinity. By means of attacks against porsonalitics locally 
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would not have found among the German people any tool for the 
executien of the measures taken for the extermination of tho Jews, 
Should however the defendant Streicher be made legally responsible 
for this, then not only must it be proved that the incitement as 
such was actually carried through and that a result was achicved 
this direction but -and this is the decisive point- a conclusive 
proof must be produced thet the facts evposcd can be traced back 
to the incitement. It is not the question of the result obtained 
which has first to be proved with such accuracy, but the causative 
cennection between incitement and result, 

But how is the influence of the "Stuermer" upon the German 
people to be estimated, and whet picture do we get when we look at 
the Jewish problem during the years between 1920 and 1944? 

It is easy to recognize here three stages of development. 

The first period comprises the interval in the defendant's 
activity between 1922 end 1933, the second that between 1933 and 
1 Septembcr 1933 or February 1940, the third that between 1940 and 
the collapse, 

As regerds the first period, it would show a considerable lac! 
of epprecietion of the tendencies which had already existed in 
Germany for a long time, and thereby a completely groundless 


exeaggoration of Streicher's influence 
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However, when towards the end of the second decade after the first world 
considerable gain of the N.5.D.A.P. became noticeable, it was not 
و‎ but to the fact that the prevailing confusion 
parties had been unable to show a way را‎ 0 he evor in- 
creasing cconomic misery. The call for a strong man became ever more urgen 
conviction became more and more compelling among the broad masses that 
only a personality who would not be dependent on the change of majorities 
would be able vo 
, 
N.S.D,ÀA.,FP, understood how exploit this general trend for its own ends 
had sunk in desnai y disseminating pro- 
ut never did the masses think, when clecting thc 


that their program would develop in such a way 


accession to power by tho F.S.D.A.P,. in 1933, the second epoch 
troduced. The power of the state was in the hands of the party and 
nobody could have prevented the use of violence against the Jowish ci 
he population. 
should have been just the right mo.ent for the defendant Streicher 
oifoct his baiting as the prosecution has maintained.If at that time 
circles of the pcoplc, or at members ho N.S.D./ 
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as radical Jow I 
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as stated by the prcsecuti-n, acts cf viclence against the Jewish pcpul»ticn 


shcujd necessarily have taken place cn a Brenter scale, due tc the sccumu- 


loticn cf that m:cd cf hatred. Cgroms :f the gre test secpe wculd have been 


the natural result -f truly anti-senitic attitude cf the pecple. But ncthi 


like th^t happened, Anart from cme min:r incidents, evidently caused by 


cr their preperty tcc! 
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that the interest in Streicher's Jewish policy was steadily leclinin;, an 


interest which was limited anyway. 


t must be adden that with the seizure of power by the party the total 
press apparatus „at under the control of the party, which immediately under- 
took to coordinate the press, i.e. to direct it from a central agency in the 
spirit of a national-sccialist policy and ideology». This was done through the 
Minister of Propaganda an“ chief of the Reich Press via the official "ational 
Socialist party correspondence". Particularly Dr. Goebbels, the Minister of 


such 


Propaganda, "esisnatei by different witnesses/as Goerin., Schirach, Neurath 
£ 3 ور‎ 3 , 


1 


anc 


cthers,as the most inveterate representative of the antiesemitie tren? 


in the „overnment,was credited with givin; cach wek to 
anti-Jewish editorials, which were printed by more than 
ma.azin:s,. If we realize that Goebbeks in adition 
in an anti-semitic spirit, we do) eed further explanations 
fact that the interest in a onesi^?e^ antisemitic journal should 2i 
that did in fact happen, 
It is particularly siznificant that at that time it has 
Stuermer" alto ether. This is brou.ht out clearly in ti 
n 


testimony of Fritsche as awittess on 27 June 1946, who stated in adlitin that 


néitner Streicher nor tho "Stuermer" had any influence in the 
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Ministry cf Propaganda and, that the paper was ecnsidered tc a certain 
extent ^s nen-ixist nt, 


It might have been fir tho same roascn thetthe "Stucrmer" was nct even 
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declared as a press -rgin :f tno NSDAP و‎ nd was nit even cntitled t- bear 


the party's änsignir (H:hcitszcichen). It was c:nsidoro? frem tho viewptint 
<f party and state adninistraticn, contrary t: all papers which were 
hold t: be :f any signific^nco, 2s 2 private paper belcnging t- ^ mere 
private writer, 

The firm which published the "Stusrmer" and which belcngcd at tmt time 
tc 2 certain HAERDZL, was nct inclincd,hewever, t: *cce;t sc simply the 
shrinking circle :f i roaders, fcr it was new aided b: 

Streicher had beceme the highest political leader in 
knew hew t: make the mst <f this cireumstaince, Already 2t thst time 


pressure was 92 od cn many sccticns -f the pcpul^ti-n t the effect that 
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they shculz political attitude nd trustwerthiness 
taking cut 2 subseripti:n t- the "Sturmer", The 
intel cut this circumstance 2nd ms st^tód th-t many Germans 


tc subscribe t: the Stucrmer because they theught it 
ing tho way fcr their intended manbership in tho rarty. In crdor het tc 
give 2 false im;rossi.n :f tho numb.r :f oditi:ns :f the Stucrmer during 


923 t: 1933, tno f:ll-wing analysis will shew the different : 


:f its devel’pmerk s 
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In the years 1923 to 1933 the Stucrmer wes able to inercasc its eirculstion 
from somc 3.000 to some 10,000 copics, and this wont up again to sono 


20,000 shortly before the soi c of power. On the avorag however, bctuoo 
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The sympathy for the party and its leadership very 
decreas considernbly. Also the defendant Streicher, 
authority 2nd influence in an ever inerensing mo^suro 
in his own district (Gau) of Franconia, at least from 
on. The reasons herefore are sufficiently known. 
Toward the end of 1938 he saw himself deprived of 
practically all political influence even in his own district 
The controversy between him and Gocring ended with the 
victory of the latter. Hitler, upon the urgent request of 
the defendant Goering hed dropped Strcicher completcly, 
as the Commander in Chief of the Luftwaffe nt that time 
was naturelly morc important and for more influcntial 
than Geuleiter Streicher. The dcfond-nt even had to tolerat 
thet the aryanisation carried out in the district of 
Fr^nconi^ was being re-examined for its correctness by 
^ Spoci^l commission sent by Gocring, In the course of the 
1939 Streicher wes complotcly pushed aside and was 
forbidden to talk in public. At the outbreak of the 
wor, in contrast to all other “nulciters, ho was not 8 
appointed to the position of Vchrkroiskommiss^r of his own 
district. 
During; the last phnsc, in the yo^rs of the wer, the defcn- 
dant Streicher had no politierl influence whatsoever. As of 
Februrry 1940 he was removed from his position as a Gau- 
leiter end lived on his estate in Pleikcershof, cut off 
from $11 connections. Even pnrty-members were forbidden 
to visit him there. From the end of 1938, ho had no connoec- 
tions whatsoever with Hitler, by whom he had been completel 


ebansdoncd from that time on. 
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In what way now did the "Stuermer" cxert any influence 
during the wer period? 

It can be seid that during the war the "Stuermer" arousc 
no considerable attention any more. The grimness of the tim: 
the anxicty for relatives on the front, the battles at the 
front, end finally the heavy sir attacks completely diverted 
the Germen people's interest from questions dealt with in 
the "Stucrmer", The people were fed up with the continuous 
repetition of the same assertions. The best proof - of how 
little the "Stucrmer" wes desire 
ascertrined by the fect, that in restaurants and cafés the 
"Stucrmer" was always readily evailable at the news stands, 
whereas other papers and magazincs were forovcr taken up. 

The cireul-tion total decreased steadily and irrosisti 
ly. The influence of the "Stucrmer" in the political sphere 
become noncxistcnt.. During the alrcndy montioned periods 
tho "Stuermer" was being rejected by large circlcs of tho 
population from the very stort. There ern bo no iden of the 
oxortion of ^n influcnce by the "Stuermer" upon the German 
people or evcn upon the partys Its crude stylc, its often 
pornogr^phic illustrations nnd its ono-sidodnoss -^rousod 
manifold displo^surc. 

Although tho German pcoplo, for years, hod been prac- 
tically deluged with Nazi propaganda, or rather beesuse of 
thet very f^ct, a journal such as the "Stucrmer" could 


exert no influcnce upon its inner attitude. 
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NSDAP was ever rejected in 
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they managed to lower before the events in the East in 


the extermination camps, an iron curtain which hermetically 


these facts from the public. 

Hitler and Himmler prevented even the corps of 
highest leaders of party and state from gaining 
Sight and information. Hitler did not hesitates 
with false informations even his closest collabora 
Relch-Minister Dr.Lammers, who was heard herc as 

make him belicve that the removal of the Euroncar 
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The emp inmates who came into contact during their work with 
follow-sorkors kept silence, because they had to keep silent. 
soplo who came to the camps were also uncer the threat of ‚his 
Kent, inasmuch as they were at all able to obtain sons insight, 
in the extermination emps. 
theses souress, accordingly, a knowledge for the Corman 
people could not flow 
was compulsory, to 2 
every concentration camp inmate who had 
yhow, hardly anybod; ume back to life from 
a man or a wonen 
being sent back into the camp 
infringed on order for silence, 
L punishnents. And 
been tantan 
ti 


concuntre occurrence 


in tho comps. Th ۱ with regard to normal concentration 
camps in Germany, it appliod in 2 still i measure to the 
exturminntion ۹ e 
levyor who, as I did,tefunded people before their 
ecncuntration camp, 2nd who wis visited by then 
ir release, will bo able to confirm that it was 
ven for a man holding such a »osition of trust 
‚nd under the protection of a lawycr's professional secret, to got 


former concentration camp inmates to talk. 
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If men such as Severing, who testificd herc, a 
soclaldemocrat of long standing who was highly trusted 
by his party comrades and who was, because of 
touch with many former concentration camp inmates, 
to know of the rcal facts connected with the extermina- 

Jcws but very late and even then to 
restricted cxtent, then such considerations 
ply even more to any normal 
It can be derived with absolute certainty from 


government, that Hitler and Himm- 


nocide 
argument - in 


enti-sémitisn 


f the German peop 
a hate again 
then such rigorous meth £) secrecy would have been 
Gupcrfluous. On the 
had been convinced tha 
nation saw in the Jcws 
f and desired the 
necds, to publish 
likewise the accomplishment of the 


^P 


this very enemy. Under the sign of 
nstantly propagandized by Hitler and 
there would indeed have been no better means 
to strengthen the faith in victory and the will of the 
8631016 to fight than the information, that Germany's 
princival enemy, this very Jewish people, had already 


bccn annihilated, 
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An unscrupulous propagandist such as Goebbels certainly 
would not have failed to use such a striking argument if 
he could have taken as ^ bassis the necessary presupposition, 


the German peopleo's determined will to extermina 


the "final solution" of the Jewish question 
means to be kept sceret ovon from tho German 
for years, stood under tho hardest 
Gestapo. Even leading porsc 
not allowed tc 


3 


inecd that cven in 
i£ education and 
and, 2bove 
violently t» the publication 
the Jews, 
Tho policy of scercey follow 


explrincd by any eonsiderrtion 


world wis 


certainly not 
become known 


Lll worse impression o gny countrics 


hardly influoncc men as Hitler, 
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If they would have couni d even upon the smallest possible 
positive result of 2 publication of the genocide of the 

Jews, then they certtinl would not heve omitted such 
publications, on the contrary, they would nave tried 


۲ 


by all merns to strengthen the feith in 


people therewith. The fact that 


‘hat even they did not co! 


voison of 


thet this pernicious 


for in this connection 
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reproach is to be seen in the fact thet young people, due i1 
the Streicher education in hatred toward Jews were supposed 
to have been re^dy to commit crimes 
otherwise they would not have committ 
thus educated might be expected 
in the future too, 

Ihe prosecution here relies mainly on the juvenile 
house of the 


books which were put out by e publishing 


- - 


Stucrmer and some announcements addressed to Youth which 
appeared in this paper. 

Far be it from me to extemuate 
ducts. Evaluation of them can and 
fribunel. In secordance with the © principle of tho 
defense the only auestic. to be teken up here will be 
whether or no the defendent, in one wey or another, 


fluenced the eduention of Yout towards crimin^l hatred of 


As fer ns the books which have been mentioned arc 
concerned, it must be seid thet for thc greater part 


4 


German Youth d 


+ 


id not know them ^t ll, much less rend them, 
No cvidenee has been produced to substantinte the contrary 
which is assumed by the prosccution. 

The hcalthy common sense of German Youth refused such 
stuff. German boys and girls preferred oth r reading ma- 
terini. It mey woll be emph^sizc cre, thet neither tho 
contents of nor the illutretions in these books could 
prove in any way attractive to youth. They wore of necessi 


much more likcly to be pvoided, 
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does not correspond in any ‘ay tr the actual facts. Throuzh his own 
publication, the defendant Strei er could not gain any influence ove 
the SA, and the columns of "the ! \-Leader" and "The SA" were closed 
to him, zven the highest SA-leaders declined to advocate his ideas, 
With regard to this the SA deputy chief of staff "SA-Obergrupven- 


fueLrer" Juettner, made the following statement when he was heard 
as "itness before the commission on 21 lay 1946, he gad: 
"At a leader conference, the former SA chief. of staff, Lutze, 
expressed his wish that there should be no propaganda for the 
in 
"Stuermer" /the SA, In certain groups the "Stuermer was even 
prohibited. The contents of the "Stuermer" disgusted and 
repelled most of the SA men, The policy of the SA with regard 
to the Jewish question was in no way directed at the extor- 


mination of the Jews, the fi ht eimed only at preventing a 


large scale immigration of Tews from the Tast". 


lus the ideology of the "S*tuermer" was rejected on principle 
by the individual SA-man as vell as by the SA-leaders,and it 1s, 
therefore,out of the question to speak of any influence of Streicher’ 
upon the SA. 
Not only was the defendant Streicher not asked to collaborate 


in “A publications, his articles did not appear in any other 


newspapers and 
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publications. Neither in the "Voelkischer Beobachter" nor in 
other leading organs of the German press he was allowed to say 
a word, although according to the will of the propaganda mi- 
nistry, the enlightment in the Jewish question was supposed to 
belong to the noblest tasks ‚f the German press. 

Even otherwise, the defendant Streicher did 
nity from the state leadership or the propaganda 
impress his ideas upon a wider circle. The defendant 
the man who had also the right of decision in the propaganda 
ministry ,declared as a witness that Streicher never exerted 
any influence upon propaganda, that he was completely disre- 
garded. Thus, in particular, he was not entrusted with broad- 
casting speeches, although just an address over 
would have had an entirely different mass effect 
ticle in the Stuermer which necessarily affected onl 
ted circle. The fact, that even the official propagaı 
the Third Reich did not utilize the defendant 

activity Would not have 
aid not exert any influence 
German state government recognized 

what he actually was, the unimportant publisher 


unimportant weekly. 


Y 
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The fundamental attitude of the German people, as once 
more it must be said with all clarity, was as little radi- 


cally antisemitic as that of the German Youth and also that 


of the party organizations. 
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On this occasion Hitler did not hesitate to have his oldest 
fellow-combatants shot without any process of law. His 
unrestrained radicalism was further revealed in the way the 

war with Poland was conducted.Only because he fe red an 
antagonistic attitude toward Germany on the part of leading eirg 
es 1e Polish nation did he order their ruthless 
externinati@n. His orders at tho beginning 

campaign were still more drastic. Already 

he ordered the extermination of Jewry i 


These examples show beyond doubt, 


any principles of humanity was alien to this 


the proceedings, through the denositions 
have corroborated the fact, that Hitler 
was not open to any tside influence. 
attitude towards 
is known. He hac me an anti-scnite 


in Vicnna 


no actusl proofs oxist that Hitler from the very rT beginning 


had such a radical solmtion of the Jcwish cucstion in 


mm 02 یط ات‎ JcWishn Guestion 


as was finally offected in i 

Jowry. 

"Moin Kampf" thoro & diroct roa din; to the crenmatorics 
of Mauthausen und Auschwitz*, that is c ; an assumption, 

but no cvidonco for it has been given, The ovidanoóo soc 

much rather for tho fact ۲+ Hitler too wanted to soo 

Jewksh problon in Germany solved by way of onizr^tion. 

T TM aS Wcll ^s tho position of tho Jewish part of tho 


population under alien laws was the official state policy 


of the Third Reich, 
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Vany of the leading Antisemites considered the Jewish question as 
settled after the laws of 1935 had been passed. The defendant Streicher 
shared this opinion. A severer attitude of Hitler's in the Jewish question 
cannot be traced further back than to the end of 1938,or beginning 
of 1939. Then only it became apparent that, in case of war - which 
as propagated by the Jews - he planned ^ 
In his speech at the Reichstag on 30th January 1939 he predicted 
extermination of the jewry in case a second world war was let 
inst Ccrmany. 
ame idens in a speech made in February 1942, 
at the occasion 20th anuni 
founded. And finally lso his testament confirms his exclusive res- 
ponsibility for the murdering of 
Though 2 severer attitude on 
the beginning of the 
he visualized the cxtermi 


‚ne war. It can b 


un ar / 
was mac/ 


nd 
plans -origin ted cxclusively from himself, It can not be asce 
with certainty to what extent others, who were closely attached 
Hitler, brought their influence to bear on him. If such influences did 
‚y can have only come from Himmler, Bormann and Goebbels. That 
much can be stated beyond any doubt at any rate that, during the c 
period from September 1939 to October 1942 Streicher - things bei 


they were - neither influenced Hitler nor would have been able 


influence hin. 
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2t Himmler was one of the most radical anti-Scmitcs of the 
ty need merely be mentioned. From thc beginning he 
advocated a merciless fight against Jews and was moreover, 
from all that we know of hir, not a man who would have 6 
himself to be influcneed by another in matters of principle. 
But aside from that, a compurison of the two personalitics 
shows a priori that Himmler 1s in every way thc strongc 
more supcrior man so that even for this rcas the 
of any influcnee by defendant Streicher on Himmler may be 
ruled out. 

I believe I may refrain from further illustration of this 
point. 

now come to the question whether the activity of dcfcne 


4 
1 


dant Strcichcr had a decisive influcnce on.the men actually 
executing the orders t is on the onc hand on menbcers of 
special purpose groups (Einsatzgruppen)and en the other hand 
on thc executive commandos in the concentration canps (KZ's) 
and whether it was at all necessary to prepare these men spiri. 
“tually and intcllcetually to make then willing to execute such 
ncasurcs. 

The Reichsfuchrer SS- st-ted unequivocally. in his spcoches 
in likolajew, Poscn and Charkow, which alrcady-have oftcn been 
mentioned herc, not only, that he with Hitler wos rcsponsible 
for the final solution af the Jewish question, but also that. 
the execution of thc orders had been pessible only by the 


“utilization -af forees sclcotcd by. himself among the SS. 
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far loss tho old soldiers of the police and 


the foreign units. 
Also the execution 
could not be ideo 


originated i 1 08tl part from th 
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for carrying out the exccution orders tho conviction that 
wag based on the will of the authoritery Head 
tate; an order which, according to their convic- 
powcr of a fundamental State law, t! 


all criticis, 


it were not ideological reasons, not Strcicher's 


instigation of those wo were as the prosecution contends, 
the carrying out of annihilrtion that 
out orders but cxclusively and sole 
an order from Hitlcr transmitted to them 
Himmler, end the knowsedge thet not to carry out a 
Muchrer order, mee 


a. 


Thus in this resncct too Strcichor's influence has 


But in order to rench ^ conclusion, to form a judg- 
mont of the defends taet docs full justico to the actual 
findings, it secm eccssary to give onec more a short 
summery of his pc ality end his activity under the 
Hitler regime: 

prosecution c.nsiders him to be the leading anti- 
the lending ndvocnte of the most violent deter: 
to annihilate Jéwory. 

This conception, ke ever, does no moro justice to 

۳ 


he role of tho defendant and his actual influence than 


it does to his personrlity. Alre: 
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manner in which the d. *endent was used in the Third 
Reich end erllcd in fo~ tho propagandizing end for the 


final solution of the eewish question shows the incorrcc- 


tncss of the conception held by the prosecution. The 


only time the defendant was called upon to take an ac- 
tive part in the fight against Jowery wes in his capacit 
of a cheir the ^ction-committoo for tho anti- 
Jewish boycott-day on 1 April 1933. He showed an attitude 
on that day which strnäs in direct contrast to his 
utterances in the or", One 1 scc from it that 
tho utteranecs in his paper which 2 der scrutiny 
cndoncy. In 
doy he could heve uscd 
nd of tho party against 
tho identifiention of Jewish 
هر‎ business nnd the guarding of dcwish busine 
In connection vith this,he gave explicit orders 
at any moleststion eet of violence ngrinst the 


drmaging of Jewish property was forbidden‏ و 
punisheble.‏ 
time whic. followed no further use at all‏ 

wes made of the defendant. Not cven for tho ideological 
funding of the show-cown with Jewory was he consulted. 
Neither through the ^-ess nor over the radio could he 

xpress his ideas. Neither the Party in its training 
letters (Schulungsbri fen) nor the orgrnizntions in 
their periodicals availed themselves of his pon for the 


clarification o2 the Jewish question. 
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Hitler did not charge him, but the defendant Rorenberg 
with the ideological training of the German people. The 
latter was responsible for the Institute for the Investi- 
gation into the Jewish juestion, not the defendant Strei- 
cher, he was not even contemplated as collaborator in this 
institute. 
The defendant Rosenberg wes commissioned 
the .arrangement of an Anti-Jewish congress 
assembly, however, never took place, but it is significant 
that the participation of the defendant Streicher was not 
even planned. 
The entire anti-Jewish laws and decrees of the 
Third Reich were drafted without his participation. He wes 
not even called in for the drafting of the race laws which 
in Nuernberg, in 1935. 
part in any conference 
concerning 
er, His name is not my list of participants, on 
any protocol. Not even in the actu: discussions is his 
name mentioned once, 


fight sgainst Jewry in the Third Reich became 

more severe from year to year, especially after the out- 

break end in the course of the war. In contrast to this, 

however, the influence of the defendant Streicher decreased 
E] > 


er. . Already during the year 1939 he was al- 


entirely pushed aside, without any connection to 


Hitler or other leading men of State and party. Since 1940 


he was relieved of his office as Geu-Leeder and politically 


a dead man since. 
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If the defendant Streicher really had been thc 


the prosecution bclieves him to be, his influence 


activity would have in cased automatically with the inten- 


sification of tl Lg agains | e The end would not 


and 
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world 
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excuse that his aim hereby was not the 
ding destined for religious worship but the 
removal of u fice which did not fit into 
Nuernberg old city and had a disturb: 
opinion, had been sha: d by 
provod by the fact that he second Jewish house of 
worship untouehcd until it finally and without 


him having anırth3 


to do wth it went up in fls ‘sin the nigh om the 9th to the 
1۵112۷۵1 that may b: lefendeant has shown here the 

as in his othcr actions. He himself has to account 

the cefunce connot shield him. ‘But h 
rnberg disapproved o 
ns clearly and uni istakab It was clear to any 
observer thit the meople viewed such actions with icy 
only by bruta) force could be made to put up with 
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to be sure, found no interest whit- 


oniy point which, beside 
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It must be hard to understand that the defendant 
still took part in publication of the "Stuermer" after 
having long sinee been politically crippled and sent 
into exile. This very fact better than anything 
reveals his one track mind. 

When the prosecution accuses the defendant 

aimed at physical annihilation of the Jews and of 
having prepared the way for this later result with the 
things he published, then I would like to refer to the 


statements of the defendant given under oath when 


to which I am here referring to 


series of 


Jews. Rm r that among the more than thousand issues 
there could be found only about 15 which contained 
expr: ssions, which could he held agai him in the 
meaning of the indictment. 
On the contrary, the defendant argued that his 
ticles and his speeches always hed displayed an unmi 
tendency to bring about a wholesale and universal so- 
of the Jewish problem, since a partial solution 
kind could not have any purpose and did not get 


heart of the problem. 
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Even from this view point he had always expressed himself 
unequivocally against meası 9 of vilence of any xind and he 
would never have approved of an action, as wes finally carrie 
out by Hitler in such a gruesome manner, 


m 


There must be serious doubts, whether this appears to 


a 


the defendant thet he ever approved of the resultant 
mass murder of Jewry and I leave the decisi 
the tribunal. He personally however refe 
he did not receive 
murders before 1944, 
statements of the witness: 
He considered the 
chenblatt (tr. note - 
propaganda and consequently did not believe 
favor is the fact, 
express in 
in the East, 
When he wrote at that time about 
Jewish reservoir in the East it cannot be 
had available any source fo authentic confirmation. He 
might of course have been of the opinion, that this vanishing 
process. was not identical with physical annihilation but 
was rather to be considered in the lirht of evacuation of 
the collected Jewish population to foreign countries or into 


terri tory OT tho Soviet-Union. 
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no proof has been presented for the fact th: 


défendant had received hints from any quarte 


tothe intended extermination of Jewry, 
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sumption of the prosecution th^t the biased 
les in tho "Stucrmer" had found any ccho or 
reedy acceptance amor? the German populstion or evon 
an attitude ready to accept criminal measures, is 
herewith fully rcfutcd. 

The overwhelming majority in the German nation 
preserved their sound sense nnd showed thomsolvos 
disinclined toward all acts of violence., 

It m^y therefore assume thet it will be dc- 
elared free of 211 moral complicity and co-rosponsibi- 
lity of those crimes before tho public tribun^l of tho 
world nnd will again take its place in tho r^nks of 
the netions. 

The decision rs to guilt or innocence of 
defcndant I shell however place 


tribunal, 





